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inevitable conflict. The position of the neutral is
that, as he is not concerned with the war, it is the
duty of the belligerents to do nothing which may
interfere with his normal rights, while on the other
hand each of the belligerents claims that it is his
legitimate right to destroy the enemy's commerce
even though this may interfere with the neutral's
trade. International law has therefore worked out a
series of compromises which are embodied in the
rules relating to blockade, contraband, andunneutral
service.
In the last war the United States protested that
both Great Britain and Germany were violating her
rights as a neutral, Great Britain by an unjustifiable
extension of the doctrine of contraband and Ger-
many by her unrestricted submarine warfare. Why
then, if she claimed that both the belligerents were
guilty of violations, did the United States ultimately
enter the war on the side of the Allies ? The answer
can be given in Professor Hyde's words:1
'The United States resented keenly the dire effects of
the German operations; it experienced no like sense of
outrage on account of the mere diversion of American
vessels from the North Sea. This was due to the fact that
German submarine operations manifested wanton dis-
regard of human life in attempts to destroy vessels of
every class within the proscribed areas.
President Wilson expressed this same view in his
Jjudtania note of 7 May 1915:
'The Government of the United States is contending
for something much greater than mere rights of property
or privileges of commerce. It is contending for nothing
1 Op. cit., p. 427.